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handled the Supreme Court as it did the South-
erners. The opponents of radical reconstruction
were anxious to get the reconstruction laws of
March, 1867, before the Court. Chief Justice
Chase was known to be opposed to military re-
construction, and four other justices were, it was
believed, doubtful of the constitutionality of the
laws. A series of conservative decisions gave
hope to those who looked to the Court for relief.
The first decision, in the case of ex parte Milligan,
declared unconstitutional the trials of civilians
by military commissions when civil courts were
open. A few months later, in the cases of Cum-
mings vs. Missouri and ex parte Garland, the Court
declared invalid, because ex post facto, the state
laws designed to punish former Confederates.

But the first attempts to get the reconstruc-
tion acts before the Supreme Court failed. The
State of Mississippi, in April, 1867, brought suit
to restrain the President from executing the re-
construction acts. The Court refused to inter-
fere with the Executive. A similar suit was then
brought against Secretary Stanton by Georgia
with a like result. But in 1868, in the case of ex
parte McCardle, it appeared that the question of
the constitutionality of the reconstruction acts